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Colin S. G
r
ay 
to 
those 
as 
y
et 
uncommitted. 
M
or
eo
v
er
, 
generic 
critics 
of 
airpo
w
er 
hav
e 
been 
delighted 
to 
hold 
the 
aerial 
arm 
to 
unr
ealistic 
standar
ds 
for 
successful 
per
formance, 
as 
specied, 
or 
cer
tainly 
implied, 
b
y 
its 
o
wn 
spokespeople. 
i
s 
i
s 
f
r
u
s
t
r
a
t
i
n
g
, 
b
e
c
a
u
s
e 
t
h
e
o
r
y 
u
s
e
f
u
l 
f
o
r 
e
d
u
c
a
t
i
o
n 
a
n
d 
u
l
t
i
m
a
t
e
l
y 
f
o
r 
g
u
i
d
a
n
c
e 
i
n 
a
c
t
i
o
n 
f
a
l
l
s 
v
i
c
t
i
m 
t
o 
u
n
s
a
f
e 
h
i
s
t
o
r
i
c
a
l 
j
u
d
g
m
e
n
t
s 
a
n
d 
i
n
s
e
c
u
re 
c
o
n
c
e
p
t
s
. 
A
l
a
s
, 
t
h
i
s 
i
s 
j
u
s
t 
t
h
e 
w
a
y 
t
h
i
n
g
s 
a
re
. 
P
a
r
o
c
h
i
a
l 
a
n
a
l
y
s
i
s 
a
n
d 
c
o
u
n
t
e
r 
a
n
a
l
y
s
i
s 
is 
a 
fact 
of 
life 
in 
the 
extended 
defense 
community
. 
E
xhor
tations 
for 
gr
eater 
objectivity 
ar
e 
entir
ely 
futile, 
no 
matter 
ho
w 
sincer
ely 
they 
ar
e 
meant. 
Like 
Caesar

s 
G
aul, 
the 
militar
y 
instr
ument 
is 
divided 
b
y 
geo
­
graphical 
focus 
into 
thr
ee 
main 
par
ts, 
with 
space 
and 
cyberspace 
in 
addi
­
tion 
pr
essing 
ev
er 
mor
e 
insistently 
for 
status, 
attention, 
understanding, 
and 
funding. 
W
e 
may 
deter 
and, 
if 
need 
be, 
ght, 
one 
war
, 
but 
w
e 
must 
ght 
it 
in 
its 
separate, 
albeit 
fairly 
inter
dependent, 
militar
y 
geographies. 
E
v
e
r
y 
c
o
m
m
u
n
i
t
y 
o
n 
E
a
r
t
h 
d
e
v
e
l
o
p
s 
a 
p
r
o
t
e
c
t
i
v
e 
e
t
h
o
s
, 
i
n
v
e
n
t
s 
a 
s
e
l
f
-
d
e

n
i
n
g 
d
o
c
t
r
i
n
e
, 
a
n
d 
s
t
r
u
g
g
l
e
s 
t
o 
a
s
s
e
r
t 
i
t
s 
m
a
t
e
r
i
a
l 
a
n
d 
s
p
i
r
i
t
u
a
l 
i
n
t
e
r
e
s
t
s
.
2 
O
b
viously
, 
militar
y 
communities 
can 
be 
no 
dier
ent 
fr
om 
the 
norm. 
I
n 
other 
wor
ds, 
interser
vice 
riv
alr
y 
is 
just 
an 
eternal 
fact 
of 
life. 
H
istor
y 
and 
theor
y 
ar
e 
prime 
w
eapons 
in 
this 
ongoing 
contest. 
M
ythology 
matters. 
Legends 
hav
e 
a 
lasting 
curr
ency
. 
F
allacies 
need 
to 
be 
exposed 
insofar 
as 
this 
is 
possible, 
if 
only 
to 
pr
o
vide 
some 
policing 
discipline 
in 
a 
defense 
debate 
that 
can 
stray 
into 
the 
dysfunctional 
z
one. 
An 
open 
mar
ket 
for 
i
d
e
a
s 
a
n
d 
e
v
i
d
e
n
c
e

b
a
s
e
d 
h
i
s
t
o
r
i
c
a
l 
j
u
d
g
m
e
n
t 
i
s 
e
s
s
e
n
t
i
a
l
. 
K
e
y 
t
o 
t
h
e 
q
u
a
l
i
t
y 
o
f 
the 
historical 
and 
theor
etical/doctrinal 
pr
oduction 
oer
ed 
in 
this 
mar
­
ket 
is 
a 
fearless 
commitment 
to 
burn 
such 
impor
tant 
fallacies 
as 
can 
be 
located and targeted. e hunt is on. 
is 
is 
a 
two-step 
inquir
y
. 
F
irst, 
the 
v
aried 
character 
of 
the 
challenge 
posed 
b
y 
major 
fallacies 
is 
identied 
and 
outlined. 
N
ot 
all 
fallacies 
ar
e 
stamped 
fr
om 
the 
same 
mold. 
S
ome 
ar
e 
sincer
ely 
held, 
others 
ar
e 
mer
ely 
e
x
p
e
d
i
e
n
t 
b
e
l
i
e
f
s
, 
b
u
t 
m
o
s
t 
e
i
t
h
e
r 
a
r
e
, 
o
r 
b
e
c
o
m
e
, 
b
o
t
h
. 

e 
h
u
m
a
n 
a
b
i
l
i
t
y 
t
o 
a
d
h
e
r
e 
t
o 
t
h
a
t 
w
h
i
c
h 
s
e
r
v
e
s 
w
h
a
t 
w
e 
b
e
l
i
e
v
e 
t
o 
b
e 
o
u
r 
i
n
t
e
r
e
s
t
s 
i
s 
a
l
l 
b
u
t 
i
n

n
i
t
e
. 
e 
second 
step 
is 
to 
nd 
and 
expose 
major 
fallacies 
about 
airpo
w
er
. 
E
ight 
ar
e 
selected 
for 
trial 
b
y 
critical 
analysis 
and 
empirical 
v
erication. 
P
hillip 
S. 
M
eilinger 
has 
alr
eady 
made 
a 
most 
useful 
contribution 
to 
the 
necessar
y 
mission, 
and 
this 
study 
is 
in 
his 
debt. 
H
is 
Airpo
w
er: 
M
yths 
and 
F
acts 
pr
o
vides 
ex
emplar
y 
pr
oof 
of 
what 
can 
be 
achiev
ed 
b
y 
pr
ecision 
bom
­
bar
dment 
with 
a 
host 
of 
checkable 
facts.
3 
M
y 
wor
k 
her
e 
can 
be 
vie
w
ed 
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